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The Prohlem* « CLASSHOOM STUDENT TBACHER INTERACTION«, 

(A) Intreluetioav- 

general Nature of the Problent 

I 

*' The destiny of India Is now being shaped In 

1 

her olassrooms’* remarlrai the Bduoatlon Commission* There 
Is nothing tinuaual in olaseroom behaviour. Teachers 
teaeh and pupils learn* In the classroom teacher ta9fte« 
writes on the blackboard, asks questlcms, supervises the 
class, read from the text book etc, while pupils answer, 
raise their hands etc. There are moments of absolute 
silence broken by peals of laughter. These and many other 
similar things usually happen in a olassroom. In brief 
whatever a teacher may do In a classroom, his actions 
arouse reactions In pupils* The teacher and pupils are 
continuously interacting In the class. The teaching 
learning process In a classroom la generally not posslbli 
without this interaction.® 

Classroom interaction has Important Implications 
for the social and emotional growth of pupils as were as 
for their subject-matter learning. 

1 

Report of E ducation Cotamlsslon * 1964 - 66 
Govt, of India^Ministry of Muoatlon P 1. 

^ Br. Frayag l^htai .Slaailim BteElgBE 

N*0.E.a.T. New Delhi. 1967 P.13, 
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Very little wrk has been done on ob§t?vatlonal 
teohaique® lavolvlag teaoher pupil!* IntePROtloa la India. 
?®aoh@T behaviour can b« dlsorlbad mainly In tiro pattera»f 
first « The Integrative Pattern** and second •» fh« Boalna- 
tlve .Pattern** ♦ They be.have m different oooastican In 
different way®. All thefe oonstltut® Interaetlon betwan 
the teaoher and the pupil®. Thli lateraotlon 1 ® main 
Qhannel through i^hioh the teaoher exerol*?®® hie Influenoe 
on the student®. Individual ddfferenoe In teaohar behaviour 
vlil also be found. There vlU be differenoe® atong tca<tiiier® 
®o far aa olaeerooa Interaotlimai 1 ® oonoerned. Boi® teaoher® 
try to dominate the olaesrooia. Student® in their 
preeenoe feel ineeouret e^ed and inhibited. There are others 
who have a different approaoh. They are more aooepting« 
tolerantI sympathetlo and show let® tendenoy to dominate. 

The purpose of the study 1® to oategorl®# teaoher 
behaviour In the Integrative end dcM^lnatlve and to 

auggeit ways and mean® to mould teaoher behaviour to at to 
promote better eXatarooia olimate for effective tenehing and 
learning. 

(05 SKIMIPIOAICE OF im PK03I»4f« 


One of the earliest vorkers In the field of olessroom 






(1 u 

STUDEMT TEACHER CLASS ROOM INTERACTION 


md domlantl'^ im thin ii 






autfetorltaslaa bahavlcntt** of 

oontrllwtloa Hi© ttt tb« faot that h® hm a 


1 • n f >' i ^ I 


mtthoi of tmmx^ in ^dh trainod 
etotomofit aad® W the. ttaohav Into s 






.9®d f&w9iddiri»« 31a@no«iag M iodi«l 

otwoted® in dXnittooa itarnlngi l^h® .laaiiaini, mi. 
Inntaytlciinl m%% tdinrhookf Ch:^.oagot national 

lo^oty for ■ th« ' 'i^idr ®f id«.oati0n* the tJalT®3PPlty of 
Mdiio 1M@.| ^4. 
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Xntesraotlim analysis is a fytta'n fay obsarvliig 
and aodlng t£i® yarbal IntaTohant® batwaan a toanbar and 
bit pnplla# Tht attmption i® g»ada that t«a«Mng babt" 
yloajp ®ad pnplX raaponta® as?® axp?a®«ad primarily 
through th« npokm word as a Ptrlaa of rarbal arants 
wtjldh Odour on« aftar anothar. That® oyentf m?® - 

ld«htlfl«dt oodad to as to prssarv® ftquwoef and 
tatsulafeed ayatofaatioaily in ordar to rapraptat a 
of th® ppcaitanaout teaoher influonot*^' 

aLmmQOJi Flander®^ daflns® It at 

ganaralisad attitude® toward th® taaohsT' and th«i olass 
that th® pupils shar® la &om<m laVplte of Indlvldunl 
dtfforaaooa* 

AOTBORlff^ Authority usod hor® Is fynonoaiou® with 
l«ad®rshlp*^ 

tM» M® mmti ««• «** mm mm mm mm mm mm mm mm mam mm mm- mm **» mm mm mm -mm MS aM* mm mm ‘mm mm mm 

1 

Had >.11* Flandars*" diyQdSlJUl JIttil 

Xaaiflillft** Jouraal sjf Ejcparli aetttal Bduaatioa » ?ol 3'^, 
tunhar IfFall 19dS* f 136* 

3 

lad A*Fiandar®* ** faaohar Xafluanoa aad faltelM:** ^ ^aaoh^ir, 
£3mU dAt3Lta4d msmmmski a#«oparatly» 
lasaaroh Monograph Ho* la* U*.3*li)apartai®nt of Saalth, 
Sdutatloa and Malfaraf IwS, H.S*00carmant Printing 
Offloai Maahingtoni 19@S« 

3 

lad .**Fl«ndarf* Diainoslsg and tJtlliflag ®oatal 
3trudtur@« olaaaro^in £«aarnlng^ i ImMlna. sst 
.Xnmtruotloaal mm&t Um J^sUl 

K Wl* 
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buosnist It <ian not bM ob^orvodl vita high art liability 


All vsTbal statMtats art tlau^lfl 


dtvtloptdi 1^ Flaadtift* av«nt# tipt oo4«d hf Uf^iug tht 

Arliklo lateBfeaif® ftom oot to t«a* Thstt miaibtTf ty® vrlttta 
dowa la maab a way a® to pytutrya ta® oylgiaal ttctataot* 
th« data taa than bt la tabl®' of ttn rm» md 

tm oolaanti knmn as lattyaoticso Matrix. Thla %trlx ton- 
slat® of 10 X 10 ttllt. Afttr tatsalatlng talliet a ratio 
of SMlmiMCV <») I5«lk of ttaohtjf will b« 

tsMiatartd tad tba flow of iattraotloa will bt atadltd. 


io la tbit vmmw 0 b i^rojtot 


looatlon 


obottn will bt of wbaa artty t*«, l^opal csity. ^at® th® 


(1> F«a* tbl® rtttarob ir-o3®ot tb® followiat 
iastitutioa® 1^11 b« 

114 ^ - 

^ s.l.Trlaatbi.** 0bf®fwtl««j 'teo^baiqa® la tbt Sta^‘ of 
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3) M’lltitiujpposs Hlgbar f«oonda*T School 

rniMf Bhopal. 

3) Govt. Hoi«l Miltlpurpofa Hlgbiar 8«oo»4fltfy sahool, 
nhabJal-iMiabail* .BhopaX. 

11) la this resS'israh prolaofc tiiipty tasohap vlll bt t&kan 

uHLt 

fop obfaivatloa* Th® ttashar-f^Abelcoif.®# to.bo^ tha 
aax'tfSy oiala aM fanala. Those taaohart 'who apt 
tmahlug m^onSt&y md higher atoonlap/ alastiaai will 
h® tftkoa in tM» HuTihap of »tu<3letita iiiPolYSdi 

vill b® vara aaifly fom* htiadradi to tlx huaartd* 
Similarly th® stiiaeiats will ha takaa from both stxaa* 
ill) Th® taaahar® tafeaa in this rataaroh ppojaot »« 

taacihlijg differ®nt anbjaots whloh oan ha alatalfled 
Into the following groups. 

a) iansnaga taaohers * Taaohara ttaohlng Sngliiht 
llimlli Sanskrit and tNin. 

b) Sooisl Bolanoa Taaohtr'st<« Taaohart taaQhinf 









P®pponallty T@st >■» In eha «ba<moa ot any s^tand- 
ardlaad personality teat for detetuiinlag 
authoritarianism thi oaXifornia F saala ^aa 
adapted in Hindi and it ^aa ad'3lni>iterad to a 
sahola of (io taaoherf. 

Olaajjeom.^Maryati^t-' In order to teov th« 


taaohar Mill be obaarved thrtoe prefarably by th« 
obsarvarC !•«* myself,) fhasa interaatlon tallies 
vill be tabulated in 10 x 10 Intermatlon matrix, 
separate matrix vas made for eaoh teacher 
and for each visit* 


' VH. I' JT-I 


t In order to stu¬ 


dy how the etudenta feel totfards the teaober 
" Teacher Popularity (questionnaire** dealing with 


It will be aaminiatered to fcuE* hundred 
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t'h« t&&l i*rm !» esps‘®S!Fliijg th®lf 

Th® alassifloatloa of ttaoliar® « intlj's.rltariaa’*- 
®n4 » *’ ion * Aiithoi?ltariaiif i*®* *0«’taooii!‘iatio'^ a«id 
‘bt.JhiivlouJ' p&ttoam® into ** lnt«iS"iikt;lv« patttTfl** ®«4 
doBjiaatiiwi pM^vn** l«d to oertaia typa® of elawtroom 
intaraotlon* fe’e as®iM«4 that tSi« ad'SilnittrattCMa of th® 


will b® 

For finding out tJi® do«inattv« and iatograti’^® affaot 
of a toaobar wo shall ob««rw« tha olm®!*' of a«oh toaohar 
thra# timaa prafarahlF a® a^ to oollaot an airarai« intar" 
aotlon data for th'S 
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p®yotatftg« of popular *» auiShoyitarleu" typo of toaohoirs anfl 
th® uwfflbor®' aud porooatag® of ^ doaaooratlq **■ typ® of 
ttaehoi'®* 

Flanders^ do»erlb®@ iu effoot* tho mil® of two-third® 
haocMt th® ’’ nulo of thfcd fotu^tha or lu olaaaroou 

In wfeloh th« ffloaturos of student attttud«i» below uv«r- 


ago* Th« lulo l«i (1) About three - fourth® of the titse 
spend In a clos‘^rooa ^ soao one l,s talking* 
a) The ohanoer ore throe out of four tbo't the 
person kIs teeoher* 

3) Finally* whan the toaohar la talking threa-finurtha 
of the tiite ha win be twtpreaf^ing hi® own opinion®) 
or f«ot» (la®turlni)| glvlnf dlraotlona* or 
orltlalaip^ atudantr* 

Thus while viewing rule 3* we can Interpret that the 
total t,allle» of Direct talk *3* will be or more »ay 
BoS In the eaa« of doftlnatlve or authoritarian teacher and 
7B% w below, in the cop® of intagretl’i^e or democratic type 
of taachar* However the •• rule of two thlrdP"* m m esti¬ 
mate data would fit the average data from all claaeroeai* 

(F) l||iaii@,.J«M 

1} fo lie tormina how far the oategorie® iewlaed by 
Flanders are effective in Indian echoole, and how 
these -Categories are to be Interpreted in the 
0 : 0 R.tasct of claseroom interactlcn In Indian- sehools< 


i^d A«F.land«re»«.^ jynnlyaing Teacher Behawleu^ as a. .Fart 
of the feaehi-p#. » .Xearnlnff Frocet «4 monog'niMli P»4CFubli-»h«‘ 
ed la .MUttatlcnal le*dUir»hip» Dec. IMl, »«♦) , 
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ii) l4®pMii|S Xn Hindi euid t© ndaalnltttr Ife 

to nearly HO taachers* 

ill) fo omtaforlfK olaB^Tooa intaraation im t«. 



pratfttloR** of thirty taaohor^C -aal® and 
tQoohlnfi saoondaTy and hlglMw ffaoondayy #ohool« 
to b« dosaa,. 

y) To mdaytftlcffi isoatomat*!©, of fosp? hwndrod 

/ 

atudenta so that -Uiay may nama out two taaohsr: 
thay Hlca moat gt^ng tholr prafaranoa ralna and 
to givo roafflon for tha populsrlty of toaohors 
as mantlonod in tha onastlonnalro.#^ 




olasalfiad into ton oatogeri®®, e®y«n of than ®« a#rigaad 
to tata&iar taaohar talk and t^'o to ttusdant talk# Fjtrat 
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or 4^ocrAtiQ* 

2. Th« mtetwtion for «vspy thvm f^oonde vlll b@ 
taXXt«4 ta 10 X 10 Inta^ttOtion matrlcas uadar taa r>olnt 
aatagorlaji davolopad lor Flaader?* Baeh pair of aawNFS 
( ttlsiag 3 POW first »ad oolu-sta soooad) of tii® talli«t 1 
bo plaood la calls *® s group* ?h®a 1/0 ( Indirect 
to&obcr talk/dlrtot tcacb«r talk) ratio, p®rosnta@® of 

tfiikv stc« Is csloulatad* 
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ftHiur# ia domoa in «plte of lodlvldioaX <llff@)i?«fio«i»''’ Th.6Sol 
otuttidos ar« dovolepod 4tie to ontgrcM^th of olairirocmi 
ooolml & Intovaotloo* ^%ui to portiolpotim ia olasfToon 
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ordod 

laito tv© of 0 *t«g;osd,«i®*, ^ If » «hll4 taatoliod % ttoyi 

©triaofe ® ov ooamftndied hi&K^ or if h® attomptod 

to foi*®® Mm In ton® vsy, oontoot® v«r@ Inoiudod 

Miid«r ti»« torn * domination** By etw^ l^tiMisdoa*' h« 
ignorod tto® Tight* of th« «ia.Mjj»Qlon| h« tondod to radmo^ 
th® fr«« lnt 0 r?slay of dlff«r@ao®B ®ik 3 to land tovard 
r««i®tano« or f oonforaity in raspoudln® or edoytln* to 
anathar#^ 

Othor ooataot® wot® ronord-od vhloh tondod to in«p«®®« 
tho int«rpl«y of diffaraneon* OfflMerio* a o^awpanion a 
aholc® or aolloitln® an a:»pr#aRi<«i of hi» dasiraa ■^-^ara 
gastMTaa of fl«xit*i.lity suad adaptation* 1’^sa ti^idad in 
tha diraation of dl®oov«rlnf fitmnm pvtrpom» R.«oag diffarl- 
aisaaa* Sitoh aantaata war® grmjpad MUdar ‘lh« tarm* 


fha finding® of And®Tton ati Al. ***« haaad on tbal 
stn^ don* m tha praaahooi, ■prfinai'y and ®l«fa®ntary aohnol 
oi&»® roam® whioh inrolvad many di'fformt taadhwt and 
wa® asttandad for aavarai year®* tahan aXtofatfear thadr . 
raaaardh haa prodnasd a ahaln of intarnaXly awiaiatant an<l 


in tha alaa»yoo«u In th* aiaa^room ■ 
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* 1 
wor m vartaUem®* Joba Mithall 

talk Into nt-t^gorlafi! ^ pjrodttMA mi 

of liovaiowr al»,ott ainllaj? to tho - 

dio«tiiatlw- < 1-0) y«tlo of War^on jyfe $X 

4 . j 3 i£ teigJuflatja lix 

Xfabmrfttoxy uttufttloa® was opsatad by Flsadiftp# la idslob 
oontrastiag pattOTa of tsaotaiT Mkmwloap w»pa axponai to oaa 
stadaat at a tl®®# & s'i«t«la dcastaiatlva p«ttam -^mn^lsto- 
atly dtl«lik«4 l/st paplls* radaoad tbcir abU.„ttr to roosllf 
latoT oa* th« '?4ataplal jjfetsdiedj i»d pi*odn<s*^d 
ftiwdloty as iadioatad by galwiaalc porpoaf^o obsagss la 




roaotloas to latagratlva ooataota 




tm t<^lo of oaild gp«ta *ad dsvs-lopsaenfe* % al» #tmy be 

a 




of leapulofi-ftboat ebt 

14 gpwtb 

sad lairelopaeat 







v^> i i 






... .. 


t» U l' r\ f T W » •! 
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«gad (o) aaother soal® glv«n on whl®h 0tu4®nt«* reportod 
hw offc®n thmy did extra t don roqulrad wohoolvorte* 

In Oogan'® work tha ite a® of on« pattorn vart froupad 
a® « daaiaatlvflt” ” agdr«p8lve«» and ” rajaotnat •* which oorr- 
oapood to Jmd«7#on®*s dcKalnatlva and Integratlra pattarnip* 
Cogaa's finding wa« that ®tnd«nt# reported parforalng mor« 
asstsgaod and extra sahool work when thay paro®tw#d the 
taaohar*® bahavtour a® falling in to the IntagrstlT® pattori 




Um li 


and Inelnaira^ for tha ®ak« of alst^Uelty w« phall tiaa'hare 
Andaraoa^a term® or Llppltt and llhlta*# tam®* ftm 
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difftrtaett b®tw«®n tto® two patt@rn» m fo'3.3®w 

TABCE- 2.-\ 


a®o®pti| elaririee aad 
atipr'Ort® th® ldl®a» aad 
ftaliag of miplla, 

Praia®® and snoouraga® 


0- * ate® Qitastlons to im 
atlanlftt® par'll parti- 

* Olpatlon la daolrion 
^ aalclng, 

d a®?c® qaartlon® to 

• orlaat pu’^ll® to 
fohoolwork. 


®xpr«0S«f m l®otar«f 
» about mn Idsaa 
toowladga* 

» 

b Qlims 4>ir«ttlcas® or 

* ordar** 

Q ' orltlolga® «» d^nr®" 
aato® pupil t'*@bavtour 

* with mtant to ishang® 

it 

I 

d hi*^ own 

* po^ttloa or authority* 


'M,l.,Co®aa ha® fuggas'ttd asaootatad attltud®® of Intar- 
grativo and doaloativo taaoher wMah la gtwh @® followfl* 

TABA-E- 2.-2. 


Assoolatad Attlthda® of 
Toaohar (latagratlv# typ®) 


i»®oolat®d Attltud®® 
of t®aoh«r(lte«la®tlv® 
typo) 



oitlia 




X' 
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4oat oiitttloaplir* thl® doa« not maan tlint in it aissa.roo® 


tion, or ravlfing tha pravioua ^ork donO| ato* It i» not 
aasler to @ay wkloh typo of tntarnotlon will hoM good for 
all ootaaalon* For ascmol® if tka taf^k ii to five Infor^a"* 
tion on faotOy atatlftioS| datoay tarms and tha like tha 
dlraot talk glvan by tha taabhar will ba aor® nsafnl and 
affootivoy On tba otbar band if tba task to davaiop 
tbo ability to apply taao^ladga of paat blatory to atsrrant 
and naw titnatlon# or to davalop an ap^raolmtlon of onr onl' 
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Is ths pivot aronad •wbloh oar olaesrocw ollmat® 
olustara* Ba la the key person, & sheet enOhor In pre«9otla@ 
learatag la end outeitl® the olats'roo^* It l« hlf respcwa- 
slMlity to oondlaot Olassrooii activities effioieatly# In a 
elftfirooffl th® tocioher-papil relationship 1« nice eiaperlor- 
suboMiaat# relationship In quality* The pupils m veil a®; 
the teacher® both expect ISiat the teaoher should oofflo for^- 


fit w f'■ «»<«»» • i* *4 CSA sT« e f7T!iM»f iriW cTsTj*! 


lag aetlvitle®. la a olae# oertaln rales, regalatl<»»s< and 
am.'wmtimn h^-ve to h® followed hy the atudeatsi e^g, ^®n t 
teacher le talking the pupils oan not dance or even talk* 
It 1® th® teaeher who give® the freedom to the pupil® for 
eonduetlng their aetlvitles« Bov mok and In vhat manner 












student teacher class room interaction. 


nor® 0th®r@*, It is fsy a impll ts li»0s^ 

soaslstiatly th® swtSaoiUty of a teaob®3r sM ^oastlwi* It 
i« laiJOfsI’blt for t ptipil to ©Btosps titm tfe® ts«eli#3r»f 


tudaat 




oth«y ipt^reat la, tsi«® of vorbai 

th«ss taio kind® of lafluoaos oaa h& doftaad m 
aUfiJSloi* lafJjasnoa ooaslft® of ststlag th« t««olsw»s 
ow,a oplaloa® of idsati dlraotlag tha papilt aotloa ofltl- 
oisolag Ills baaavlouf, op lustliyias tbs toaoJawif^p 
authoflt^ Of aso of %at autborititsr* 


of pupils I Of alaflfylas aad 

pupils. 


aoooptlng tb« foollags of 


liVwCi 
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la tilt® sitaty of pris3u<iia9«^l loilivl^Taiili, Meorao 
and Ms aollfstptaf aa®« aoross Mm0 paytonallty tralta that 
acwiMi %o pwjwdload ladividaal®^* Titay alto aotlodd 
that that® p3Pa4adl0ad IMlyldueln taolad to $ham oart&la 
UMtttdl®# whtfiih floald b® eaXlod authontarlaa* to «®atar® 
tto® gathorltaylm feraito a mmher of parroaality iaveatortas 
wtp® ti’ltsd arid rinally o«a lo'^satcary wat atolyad which ts 
called the F aeaXe* 

rAB<ximLl t .) 

In original F ©cal® thwa- wera 3S. Itc^® wJiieh 
w®®- reduced to 99 Ita^sf in th® final scale* ®aoh ttam of th® 
Steal® has a hypothesis on sonetl?®®® r&any hypothesesf stating I 
^hftt 'cosld b® the nature of Its connaetion %rtth fre^ndicei* The 
na^iMP sources of these hypofcbose® is^ere found ttm. the Antl- 
8®s»ltl’v!»» ithnoceatrlsa and polltloo-ecoa<^ic eoneeycatlesi 
scales I free cpestlcnaclre etudies relating to cniri religion 
ideal »CK@ri®ty and so on* the rinally «etor 1*1 frm the i 

' Intervlw® and the ffeenatlc Anp«i' 0 #’»^tiiM feste 

other nain eource® ©f Itei:® is^ere h®d friw %© reseerehee 
underteleen at tinirerelty of aaltforiile md i^trel liter*- 
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T - 3- I 




tstet 
.rd Id 

O'f 

.snojr ' 

«ind to ooadffim, .rtjinsfc aad mini® 
p«opI«. Mhti viol (Sit® ocmv^ntloml 
¥alQ®®« 

Oppoeltioa to th® m fiiblootiv®, 

imagij 

oind«dft 

fb® in d®toir 


ffttsf tit# <ll»po®ttlon to thlnic 
in rigid oatoforlof* 


«®tlon with pohftsr fl,iiBrofs t over 
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d#n»rali»«d vUl- 

fleatioa of -teh# Sni^a* 

Tho to 

mM. daniefoti® tliiogf go on 
tfe« worldi tJso pfojtotloij o«t“ 
vard£ of ttnooos 0 ioa« omotlotial 
Impiklaae, 

'Ixaggeifatod oonotaro 'nith aoxaal 
« folng - oo,** 


1* Obodleno® and reepsot fox aothoxlty ag® th« ’itost 
ta’>«a'tant -vlrtaa® ofalldroa ©hotild 
3» A pejmon'wbo ha* t>ad 5aftaii«y®f txablt -s ®ad 5fi^««dlaf 
oan. hardly 09cp«at to gat sloai with d®o«nt r>@os>3.» 
3# If fuac^l® vonld talk l««s and work »oro, m&ty 
body would bettor off, 

4* Tlwt baifttoa*® man and th« "saaofasturer mu m&h. 
mora lapa(rt«n.t to ^oolaty thiSia th« artist and 
profaasor* 

Tim hynothasla that ansaaptiblllty feo raaolM 

ia atoat oharaatarlntloally e %14dl«' ola«« fhanonaiiont 1^41 
It i» ”■ In tb# enaltiara” and tharefora 'Wio»« who oonform 
th« nosT to thl» owltwa will hm highly -pr«}Mi©«a» Tha 




1) . 5 tt. 

Ca) lEII 











































































































































































































ii 


tbiRi' sroif wti they OMirtofc to g«t ov«3P mm and sottla aovii* 


Irx yt'kfm th« 'p«or»Xii <s«n imt thala* faith# 

(S) Mo noratal, Ataaisl; |s»rS'sm &t4V thdn’k of 

a exoao' fa'lsadi cap 

(9) Mo body nov«»> l«aTn«d aaythliag raalXy imucwtant axoapt 
tfafOttgih spffai'.lnf# 

A9 fjtp ®a dlreot arofas'aaoa to dlotatopohlp »ad 


reXfttlowiS t-o wthoPlty ia gaassTsil* itwi t«« ♦ amtliopltaylaa 
®wltwl«saio«* wa<*' oonoaiiraMa of »# a vary gwaarai attttiud# whloh 
«<mX4 fell avoteed Iki. ralatloit to varj,«ma aftathopi'ty figuyas 
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gat rt4 of tsia ayooifeadi tii® faatil®. bIekIsS 

paaplf* 

IS* Hob® »r« hardly 'battaT tHon cm^At 

to b« #®wrly 

A®tii03Plt»?4®a rff-tasant^ tb® 











in iiH| 
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ptpfim to b@ otaifr p®rsoEf vlio «r® th@n 

blaae4 of hand* 

Cil) 

Th® wild »a« llfs$ of th® old Oraak® and i?oaaai» wa« 


two of whtah haw# appaarad ( itaa to* and IS) 
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it not oom« noar to ©urfaua of ovart pirojodllo® 

and tUonld nppo&r to bojiis for ra®ov@ii m pop®lbl® frm our 
aotual intarott* SaooMiv amob Ites on tha ioaXa should 
tOhlaifo a propar hal»no« hatwean objaotl'm truth and ration¬ 
ality. If tha Itaa In »o •* vlld^ that vary faw airaa 

or If It oontalaa larga aaouat of truth that alnoit all 
would ®iva thalr aonaant to lt| than the Item saleotad could 
not differentiate between ui^rejudloed and prejudiced fubjeot 
therefore the ecaie Is of no value* The worth of the Item can 
he judged in terna of Itfs dleorimlnatory power. Finally the 


-S «i Nj 1 


to the struetural unity of the scale* 


the complete and final form of . F ioale ceat.ain# only 


If \'l MW'f 




If f« 


Ih? f 1 


ll 1^1 V 
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Earsonallty test for determining authotarlanism. 

We have felt the absenoe of a standardized peraonallty 
test which would determine ” authorltarlanAsm'*, We wanted to 
maasnre the antl-democratlc personality of teacher®* To 
measnre this there can he no better starting point than that 
of pre4udloe. In this field four aajor poales, for dat©rain¬ 
ing the ea anti demooratlo form of personality were oonatru- 
otedj e*g* the Antl<-semitls!a ( A-S) scale| the Sthnooentrlesm 
( PSi) scalefsad the polltlco^economlc conservatism (fBC) 
scale and the Fascism ( F) Scale, In the absence of any 
standardized personality test we were required to choose the 
most suitable scale from the above four roale, that Is* A.-S, 

PEC and F* To measure authoritarian personality of 
teachers we chose F scale. We adapted the F scale In Hindi 
keeping 1 as far a® possible the original Ideas undlstorted, 

A memorandum of Instruction was also made In Hindi, The 
memorandum contained Instructions for the subieets to respond 
to each item by agreeing or disagreeing. The procedure used 
War to allow six choices of response for each Item* «light| 
moderateI or strong agreement and the seme degrees of 
disagreement| with no middle or neutral category l*e* can not 
say# Each subject Indicated the degree of his Aer agreement 
by marking In each item +1| +3, or +3, disagreement by -1| 

-2 or -3*; 
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It was fait that the three degree® of agreetnent or 
disagreement oould easily be differentiated by the 
subleets and the three degrees gave them the best oppor¬ 
tunity to note clearly felt difference® In strength of 
agreement or disagreement. Certainty the data colleoted 
from the researoh Indicates that all the six categorges 
of response were used* Xt was deliberately avoided to 
include " donH know'* or ♦ oan*b say” category of response 
In our x research project since in many field® of psycholo¬ 
gical research It has been a source of dlfflcultry and 
controversy. The subject must decide whether he or she 
agrees or disagrees while responding the each Item. 
However if he Is unable to decide, he may omit the Item 
but the percentage of such 4 ommlsslon in the queptlonnalrji 
was very negligible accounting 1^ among sublects 
taking the questionnaire and 0,47^ of the grour» to which 
the test was administered. 

The responses were converted Into seoren by using 
a uniform scoring system* Higher scores were Interred to 
express high degree of authoritarianism, &11 resp^aees 

were scored as follows 

-3 • 1 point 1 a 6 points* 

-a a 2 points, + 2 » 6 Points. 

-1*3 points* 4. 3 a 7 points. 


Daniel J,Levinson* ” The atudy of Antl-somltlo Ideology** In 
The Aut^e)rl^arlan_^g»Qimllty j 


. slenoe Editions, 1964, John Wiley and son®, Ino* 
Mow fork, P* 71,72 
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It aia/ be iiot€d thst the @c oaring dovlatop fro® 

3 to S points b«tw«®n - 1 and + !• Tho hsrpothotloal 


vhsn th® ItoT was oraltto'^ by tho subject* 

Probablyi ©tatl^stloally It makes little 4iff«r«n<3® 
by nfing this type of soorlng rather than a tl^ point 
one la whloh * l vouia gat 4 points* Batwaan -*1 and *► 1 
roipoassa It saamad that there ^tas a vast psyehologloal 


omleslons vas also found Oonvenlant vhlla ad^lnlstaring 
tht test* This Instrument was used for maasuilnf th® 
authoritarian pertonallty of teaohar* At the bottom of 
of the test teaohers ware rapuested to give their per¬ 
sonal dates regarding age| post hald| quallfloatlons| 
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mmAOTiuK .MAmis,. .11! 

tiffi MOBlJBM t Th« apcHitansous b«h»irloiiJ' of » 
in th® ol®®®yoo® is o<»aplax an<3 ohangsabls. ?Co®t of iho 
tins it tiaooiass dlffioult to obtain an aooni^atQ ditoript- 
ion of it* E'/«n th® trained obsarvars have himm vhlob 
dlitort tbe proof of witnesses at the slfht of m aooldeftt, 
FliaderB^ states tteat to--' often an observer's praoonoe* 
ption® of what he thinks should hmp'-^en ereatei a soene 
through whleh the preoeptions of some behaviour oan 
pasi and are noticed and other behaviours bennot pass and 
are ignored* If there Is even to be a theory of 
instruction a tool such as interaction analysis vill be 
neoemsary to test Its principled 

2. m jmtQM m MnmQnm. Mk'mxM .in. 

Cl®s*"rooa interaction analysis spsolfloally coneerned 
with analysing the influence pattern of the teacher* ©<Me 
may conalder to be a biaS| bat this type of bias is 
of purpose and Interest* Here the concept refers to the 
teacher’s control or pupil’s freedon of action* We are 
mainly interested in distinguishing between ^ote acts* 
of teacher which increate ttudent’s freedo’^ of action and 
which decrease student's- freedom of action and to keep a 
record of both. 

^ led* iUFlanders* Interaction ^malyais In the Olesfroomi 
lanusl for Observers* school of ldu*?he Ohiversilgr 
of '^flohigan* 1^0® ( Bevised Siltlon) F*!* 

m 1. ^ ---^----- 
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IntiiriiQtlon aumlyiFlii Is mainly oonoamad with varbal 
bahawloup® of an IndiwiduaX, Varbal bohavlom* oan h® ohsarvad 
with high psllablllty than liost of non wb®l bthawlour @«g 
smlHnfi tvaataoinf ato, Ws assma that tha Tarbai 
hahawioiir of an Individual Is an adaquata aanplf of hit total 
behavlonr* It will taka a Xiang r-arlod to develop Pellabl# 
maasnra® of n«ai verbal behaviour. 

3 , lhfc,ga&agarjU£» 

fhara are ten oatagoria# in the y-erbel Interaefelon systea 
developed by I'landers in the year 19i!@, Seven oategorlea are 
aaelgned to teacher talk and two to student talk* The tenth 
oategory represents piia®©®i short period of slienee and talk 
that Ir noisy or eonfusing* 

The seven oategorlee relating to teaoher talk have iMsen 
divided into Indirect and direct influence. Oatefortw 
representing teacher talk fron one to four show indirect 
influence and the retelaing three categories l.®« froi categoi 
five to ievent represent direct influence. 

The indirect Influence hf the teacher encourages 
student participation in the alas® room learning situation 
and thereby It encouragae students freedom of action. 
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TAP>L.E-H - I 


fteling ton« of th@ studtntf la a aoathr©at¬ 
oning manner* T’esllng© may b® poaitiiro or 
nogatlv®, '^edlotlng or rsoalllng ftallng* 
are Inoluded, 

3* PRAISBS OR ®G0®acM8j pralpos or anoouragas 
student action or behaviour* Jokei*! that releas 
ten©ton) not at the «nense of another indl- 
#ldnaX) nodding head or taylng, “ um 
or**®© on” are Included* 

3* ACCRP'’S OR USES IDEAS OF STODMTi clarifying, 
building, or developing Ideas suggested by a 
student. As teacher wrings more of his own 
Ideas Into play, shift to category five, 

4* ASKS yllBLiTlOHSt asking a question about conten 
or procedure with %e Intent that a student 
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B*- SWDEUT TALK ^ talk by la,, ^ar^poafta 

to taaohar* Tsaehoy Initiates thm aoataot or 
soliolt® s'tudeat !Etat©'«»nt@* 




whloh thoy If ” oalHag on « studaat 

Is oaly to ladioata whg nay talk asxt» obtarvar 
»a®t daold® wtoetbar stadent vaotad to talk. 

If h® did, u*® this oatagory, 

10* SILKICI^ OH GOKTOSIOK? paa»®!«, ?;hort period® of 
flloao® aad periods of sllaao® and periods of 
oonfasioa la «rhlah oopwmleatlon oanaot b® 
understood hy the obsarver*. 

Thar® Is KO- soale implied by these numbers. 

Each nwiber Is olasslfleatory. It deslfnates 
a partioular kind of oomaualeatlon eyent. 

To writ® these nmbers w down durlnt olMier^ 
ration la to enumerate^ not to judge a 
position on a seale* 
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In .Qjajti th@ ti«aoh®r aao®pt» clarifies tih® 

tone of t*®eiing of the itudentp in e non tfepontlng aaoaar. 
The ahllltgr of tseohar to mo the feeling tone of a ithdent 
oomtratitXvolf and to react to It and Olmltf it, oategory 


divert the rofiltive feelings la motivation end they can. 
rnoeetsfully eoatrol the negative feellae® of the rtndents 


which might otherwise ha out of eontrol. 


1, The 


teaohare eaya »* I know that It’® a warm day end many of you 
would « like to r-«ht out side In sun shine,** 
a, 1 know that Bhyam Is angry beoauee he was not allowed 
to play Hookey for the pohool taam* 

Ih oatetory the teacher either pralaea or encoura¬ 

ges attJ^nt action or behavlouTP henoe more student nartlcl- 


of class III A are very cooperating end helping, (2) what e 
fin® colourful Picture ICrlahna has made, th« teacher accepts 
or uses Ideal of S'tudent which comes under- netegorv three - 
the teacher clarifies, builds, or develop® the ideas sugge¬ 
sted by student®. In this oategory the student* are rewarded 
and encouraged to %rth«r partlcinatloa, When the teacher 
brings more of his own ideas Into pli^, he shifts to cate* 
gory five (lecturing) 'KsasiPles, *' so you think that the 
fovernaent of India acted wisely In solvtni Chendlgarh 
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tatigor^? t«aoh«r latea<3 to ohaaga btha 

Vlour fto^ unaoaaptabla t'l aocaptstla sattsya* 
tha toioba? bawls sw on® out* In this oatagosy th« t®a 


aotioni of thf* Ooa®antip®t® authoffltf in hl« hands* 

oirsot Influano® tiMsuds to t®o®h®jp pwptiainatlon 

In th® olassrooia * iRwpXost (1) B® illsnt, I donH Ilk® it 
(2) ** in you not ath®’3fld of ymaps^olf for orylfti In tho 

sttadont talk has hmn dtrld®’! Into two dat«iorl®t| 


in, mtfmm to tht t®aoh®r-o®t®fory «t|ht* tf 
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oitt®gorlf» of aXl of itu4®nt$ taXfe ntfltotp a 

gTmt Afromt or infoytietioa bat analytlp of taaeliei' infln- 
eno® if th« only Tajor purpo®® of tbo®# eatogorlt?# Th® -uosst 
i^aportaat iafopaatlcKi will oosio ;fPO® o-attfoi^ icila«t i® 

sparingly an<l caily cn that altaatlon th® talk 

isf traly orlaatal* 

?or examplOi If a ?tad®nfc aaswar« th® ep®olflii iq[a«.ftloa 
aikttl W ® t«aoh®r or gives the snswar to a prohlMi, or roe4f 
the text book all these type of vsrbal talks of th© stndE’nte 
coca® laider category eight. Example - (1) Teacher » Wlmt li 
oapltftllen? Pupil « Cspitalisi is a prioe and profit system# 
Oategory nlae shouH be used when a student expresaes 
his own Ideas in. spmtaneous intaraaticax* wnm a teE«sh®r 
eUff aeke general question then al®o the student say ini- 
tlat® their Ideas* If a student voluatarlaly raises hts 
hand to- m apeak and the te-acher oalXt oa hi-a ws^ asks f 
’•Ba^e you anything to state, Median?**, th«ft. there are chances 
that th« use of category nine la oorreot, Exaaplepd) I 
do not tmderstand how to solve this problem,(2) 8ir, will 
you pleat® tell me what the word** Soolellan’* aeanet 

During classroom interaction when there ®w short 
pauses I slltnoes and periods of conftieion; in which the 
obferver Canaot underttand the oo^:;«mlcation properly, catef’- 
ory tea is u»ed* If the period of sllen-oe of confusion la 
liMiger# for example, aore than two alntite# then It is not 
lateadad to record category ten for the said phch 
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Using thi# aat®gary oontlntatausly rarva# no waftsl n-ar-'af#. 

In Mailing ganeraHaatioas about total ol«a"’^ooi9 
iatti?Mtloa, two yamilra^iBits -sutt b® 1» 

th« ofttagoyla# sbould b« tofeaHy Inolual^®, l»i thi 

a.imiai b® fuob <i®»lgn®d to Inolud® all nbaalbl® 

fvants, 

Saaond, th« oatagorlas fhould b® fuatually aolu??tv«| 
that 1«, a slng'l® avant -auKt b® raaoMed In ont# and -only 
on« -aategory* 

If ch« riTft raqulranaot Is not fulflll®4 In any Fyst- 
»5S of nbsayvation, than It la ®®l®oti^« and th@ iata noted 
ir@ not ’3?#pra«®ntatl'-a of all th® event® tliat oonuTad# If the 

r- 

t-ao<md raoulrament If not '-iseti It atana that th« disorIn¬ 
ti on of an event Is. no longer oonsistant and It is latanlag 
lass when the oategory froquenolas are (joapapod or w® may 
say *:h«t at least it I® biased in si^iae uBl;nowft way, 

4 , 

The observer sits in the olsssrooa in the b«^t position 
to that he ean tee and hear the partioimanti elearly* At the 
end of -eabh three ti^ond periodn the observer deeides the 
number of eategory representing th« eoBWuaioati«. events 
juit finished* le wrltet this number down and at Hie eame 
tia# Mietse* the eo^^msloatlon in the next period* M 
eontiauef the rate of noting down m# number SO- to tS 'Obeer-* 
vatlaa# per .:iii,aute and he keep® hit teapo of -observlni m 
steady ■ at p#«»lble* la write® in a eolumn e »t^enee or 
nuibersi' ir<M. top tO' bottom* mo th.et the origiMl seottenee 
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wsat® if Ir iwjor la 

for»ttOfi| fh® aoi'imlwtian pattaimi os' ia« stiblaat 
Sls«ra®®im hijjpaw* olssarver d.'kws u dW^>X« Itna Mid 
aotas %tm 'U30 In whlo.h tbs a^aat hapT>«b«4* Ib soaji a® 
iw tsomblats®.® total ob««rra%loa» ha fo«*f to a. waffty rooa ai 
ocwplata® • ganaral diaorlptloa of «aob aoti^'ltjr ptylod 
thorn bf tb© dotttl® lla«©i tha olmr fowatloa and tb« 
poaltlon of thf toaebar* 

5* m. JAmism ^ 

Tb« oba«i”rar reowdl® hie data ai a aatjtianioa of mi’ibar® 
Fur nahool hall flngt tad th« foltwiaf In tar- 

aqtion. talfiis plant la m olastipoo^'i* tht tat«,goi*y awntotr wrl 
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for 'W'Boasiaottti of tooohor 1ft flguiPt 


olftfltroa® Ifttwaotloft for olssarVRtloa, »*•« Th« patio 

1 

of taXlio# in A 3 anil O shtars hovir lattoh tbo taaahar 
taXteit th« pftftlXa taX)e aM tha tliaa ftt^ont in allanoa and 
Qonl^ion« 

FlondopiP rapopt® IsJIat ««a oan feopa that tha araa C 
ogn Fapf froo mr* tracio to about tan papbomt* Ipoa B| l»e* 
studant talk typically ohangaT from 33 to 40 p«poaat* tb® 
papaant of taaofeap talk A ohaaga® .?*roia about; SO to 80 par- 
otnt» Th« abota Pang«» glvas apply to total a^baf of 



oatagory fop aora than tbroa- aaooad®* In tba ttaady atatO' <iall| 
thoaa aacpiaiwa palp In vhloh tba two mpabort aka Idiatloal 

.- Yl 
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Tto# hlfhtst fVsqtwndiy of th® aiotTl® 1® found 

la 0011, wtoloa llesoa tnis diagonal (!*«• of ataady 

stat® otlla)» Xt ®hc«fs that t>s® taaohar fro^eatly tak®® 
in ^or« than aaeonds u:hen ha gl^a® Infonaatlon through 

ItotwOii Tha ahoir® avarag® fraouanola® <m th« dlaional of 
staady #tat® o«ll» f^m oatogorla® quo to ®ov®n shows that 
th® tamohor it halng dalthayatad In his oomunlciatlon* 

Xf thoT® la an ahova avaraga fraquanalat In tha 
aallf it ahowa that tha taaahap aaitand® hi® fral:?® atatamant 
hayond a mapo, ** y«py goodl”* y«s» fine ato# Into longar 
itatasianta, Olvlng prilsa statamonts to tha aidants 1® 
Ilkaly to Inaluda an Insight, a Yalno op oowant on stylo 
whlah tha pupil will find It usaful in guiding hl» futura 
hohawlour* 

SlMlloP It tha Ossa for tha 6*6 aall# longap dlfaotlona 
glYan to stud tats of tan Inoluda paasons why or axplanations 
ahout how to do a aaptaln thing to that tha pupils oan go 


ahaad with thaiP plan and wojdt in a moPa indapandsnt way. 

If tha fptouanoy la ahowt avtraga in th® 3-3 oallj 1* 
ofttn ttaaut that a taaahap dawalopt Idaas of pnpllt with 
ao«i»t4apahla aara# Thia 1* a aaPk of Ptally ladlPaot pattapn| 
of taaohaP influantt# fha S-B aall 1® va*y lapoptant in 
awtlhatlng tha taaahap^ t '■■■ support of pupil p’Orttaipatlon* 
tha t-*S and 9-® oaila show whathop not ^a pupils ' 
hawa ohaBioa to daralop tholr own Idafta*. If thara la a high 
Ih iudieataa m 1«^' a^tOf^t. of 

atudantf^- to ■- student aouwar^atioa and graatar falf-dlraotlon 


li: 







STUDENT teacher CLASS ROOM INTERACTION, 


w »liy wap® m 

tAtvirAtia ii%u4ent tamo^er* 

If la tSi« 7-7 oall 1» a¥«r«8« 

It iiay polat t ftf 3 g«!P Of wltlol®*® 4 «@ by th# 

»®y b« bwlwf to tuossslTo noXf-rofafoaoo ®a 



two aapooti O'S* ^oolol ftldll In tlio t«aob 


ast«m at« »i»dwa la flgufo fo«f* m uotltlfo of 

soolftl oldix Itt tb® foXotloai teoww 


til# noiativ® a®p«ot« fool«l b« 111»|, soiowa ®s isn 
« ffoiott# Iilf 0 l««» is tbfflwn by a?®ft lo flmta tw, 

w^iip la afoa A* th« S*3 otll ( pMa®* fead 
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03Pitl0l 
11 # 

k hmvy “ 


t$m@ m matter* It la illn*tTataA la flrara flv«, 

Malaly thia oroa# lies la jrqws imd aolamfi# four oad flv®| 
Tsut it o#eyia^8 & little la ooltiflans three aad six « Most of 
the telHee belonglag to thXn area are dlreotly’ oonoeraed 
with the oontent of tn»truotioa. 

The eeklaf of qaeffitlone aa4 the glirlag of inforiaatloa 
oe«i aeooixat for 7o to 30 peroent of what the teaoher saysi 
hut a m44iiiiii nmge 1« tyi^ioally free 75 to 90 peraent. <Wote t 
these pereeatagee refer to taeoher stateoeet# ofily» eetegoriea 
Oh® through »erea)\ 

Ih the eoateat eross a »usib®r of patteras, whloh re- 









I— IBllfcil 




*n‘ f«# 




>'-M‘ 

't'-' 















vllX In oolwn two, rows 1 to 7, mm ** fer tllu»tra- 
tlm, Mhm tli« ttaohiar i^ayiSf *' wo «iri» ioing to. visit th« 
oxhlbltlon today* I was plaasod to notioa that in our laat 
axour^ton all of you baha'/od proparly* Today also 1 a» tura 
that you will b« just as oourtaous to tha bus driver as 
In the previous trip**, praise coaas within qoatinuoue taaohar 
talk and is not a dlraot raaotliim to pupil behaviour* Para¬ 
na prtaaa atataaants oomlng imadlataly by the taaohar 
after student statamante ara plaoad In area i. Calls and 
S->3* 'Fraisa statamanta frost the taaohsr will follow pausa 
or allanaa era plaaad in nail d* 

A taaohar*» attantlon to tha naada of pupHa «an ba 
Co^v-reA, 

dona- by atudylnf the shaded area in fiffura ali^t* k taaonar 
with a^noourailjiiE atudant partlolpatliai will taora hlghar 









—iWHMHii 




—BilBBll 


V >VKf F- -jh’ ■'.^(il 
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varbal oontrUsutilon®* 

Appeal lx 0 et&m of u^trXx axalys’l®* Th® ta'bp* 




ttoa 




t«rpr«totim* A<ua^3-^4), a <s-if4.7), a ansj dcio) 

oaa li® tis®4 %o .fia6i th® par seat tl«® th« talks | th« 

implls talk tlm® »p«at 1» pans®, ®llano® and oonftitlon-. 




rolatlv® bslaao® batwean initiating and rasponding itflthln 
taaobar talk* 

Ar@a B is a block of nina e®lls whlob IMioato® th® 


IT® SP 


:axii SlFact itat®is®Ats shovn in araas 0;j^ anH % vith thO'S® 
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Sl®lla3ply toy Qo<ips?ltig the talllas In Ar«a vttto thoia In 

arta B, apaaially tha a-a ana 3»3 oaliit w® om find tha 
4iff«y®nna batwaan ahox'ti tnparfiolnly p^TftM&tOfy p&riB® or 
■olaflfioatlon* 

Araa B pnlnta out tba p types of teaehep statements 
whloto starts a train of sotions of ou'"!! payttelpatlon* 

Are® I points out sustained punil partlolpatloa* 
tTiwler this lengthy statements of a few teauhersi or pupil- 
to pupil oonversatlon oomes* 
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POt-0LJRI«r OF tsachbrs 


In cmr study t,«a«hsr tishsvloiw hst tisen 
as ®«th<MPltaj*la» or dontlnatlv® typ« and demooratto or 
Intsgratl'i?’® typo* Soais taaonsrs arsw^mally ealtod ” strlot** 
and soa® ** ar® tsaohars who rsmaln mvimn 

through out and soae who raaaln smlHog, Many ttmohorf 
b«hav« in b®tw®®n th® abov® atstreiass* It 1® toaohors* 
bthaviour pattorn that h«lps to ®at th® hshavlour pattam of 
pupils In th« olassroow* fho t®«oher*e hahovloor tands to 



If h« btthavtour pattern of a teauher Is mostly 
dCKBlnstlv® ( when he tslha, eommands, rostrlot pupil*» 
freedom to talk| orltloises pupll responses, justifies 
authoilty ) he sets a doalnstlve pattern of olassroom olimatl 
and if he Is mostly lntegratl/®( when he allows pupils to 

talSe^ <peatlonf > enoourages pupil* partlolpatlon la 

olaisroom* aoeept® their ideas end feelings) he sets an 
integratly® pattern, ^e ahore mentlceied two type# of teaoher 
'behaylour ean he aue»arl.sed as "below. 


the Inteiiratiye Pattern 


the D.oimlnatiye Pattern 


Welfare 1 
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fotliagg of puptlfl. 


knovladga* 

Cb) 

i^raiiot and anoonragta. 

(b) 

dlvaa dlvaotiona or ordera* 

(o) 

Asicf pnagtlona to 

(o) 

Critiolzae or danraonta* 


atlaulat® pupil 


punii bahavlour with latant 


partlolpatlon In 
dtoiftlon "taking* 


to ohanga. It, 

(1) 

Aika Quaations to 
oylant puplla 
sohool vork. 

<a) 

( 

Juatlf 1 a« ' own poaltIon 
or authority. 




p 9# r^i 


h' PmU C-1» ! 11^ vi'> 


% ou; 

th® im«' 
wolfish 
Go In & 
on »&m i 
tho snnt 

hf iwtlfylng hi8 anlshorlty, giving laotnre®, oT^ri an4 
difvaotton® or h« say onoonx'aga ptiplla paT’tlolfatlon and 






■ ii .. Ml ■ 


I 'ip- # <* Vop W 4 -t t -iai if HI 1 


P f V I i ► tiU V'l'- 
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All worklttf group# hay# a foM.The Clasproo ft is 
aljotworkittg group in which we find relationship i)fetw©«ni, 

p®rtloi|»®ats aud the LeadarjSf other groHpa, 
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/to 

To «a?»w«cr thlt 'w# feav#/ aaltot md to ad9|it & arltarton 
for tha popularity of taaehws, Tha qrltaricsi should b« 
fialf illuitritlv® tad valid for our raanonlng and ^wdganfntt 

Out aritarlm of a popular taaohar In tha elassrooa 
oonalst^d of* 

1) Oood Bohavlour, 

2) Good Tatohlng* 

3 ) FalTaindadnaas ( tmblased vloi# of a toaohar) 

Pot 0 «r purpof® taaohlng has haan dafiaa'i as follcsif®# 

Auidoa arri ihmtaT^ daflaa taaehlng as m intaraotlva 
prooais, pTlfijarily .lavolvinf oltftroo’i talk, whlob takas 
plmaa hatwaan tasuhar and pupils tad ooours dwinf oartaln 
daflnabla Th« taaohing aotlvltlas rsoogalsal hart 

art* Tiottvatinsi planala^f informing, loading di^^eussioUf 
dlaoiplisslnit oounsalllng and avaluatlng. 

Many aduoators rtaognlst tha luportaao® of talk In 
taaohlng and Biany aonfidtr taaoblni to ba an intaraatlvie 
prooeaf. Aooordi*i.g to Flaadars, •* Tht thanflas ®r« i>att«r 
than 60 paroant that you kill htar ac«««Mfta talMng If you 
Am in m aleiaantary or isooadary aahool alaasroo®*” 


» ».a i»S^ 


Offitat ®*o*' y l» 
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1?h« tiilra nlw&t ta?c®n. In formulation af 
<mr orltarlft of taaQiiar'*.m popularity it falrwlaiilMnaas 
of th@ taaebar* It ha juit and fair or has unluat and 
Mated iriiftors'? In ha rlfht and juit or partial and wn3tt®t 
and ®o on» 

s 

Arthur, ¥,Foghay and othara have don* an aotlon, 
researoh study on ohUdren*® social values and ha.ve suisge®- 
*d a nuaibar of rsaeons fox* the popularity of a teaoher. 



of thought, hi® phy-sioal turn oat, oharttoter, IntelUgeno®, 
aotive and oo-*-operative eto, 

ilipils have their own oholee values, Faplla ohooe* 
the teacher® aeeording to the popularity rank, then a pro- 


tie* arieeet vhat will he the rational* for 


first, 


eeeond and third in eoelometrle ohoioeifr, Vh*th#r differ¬ 
ential weighting is restrorted or sjiyother method 1® 
adoptedt 

In thie etudy we have given eotral welghtage to 
flrat and aeeond p^opular teaeher. 




Appendix 3, Bureau ofinislloatloap Teacher’e College, 
Columbia Cnlvereity> Hew ifwte*19B4t P 3Q0"301f 
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chapter Vi 


A.. MTHOD O F _ IHVESTiaATIMG THE PROBLEM ^ 

This study has bean d«flried» In the first chapter 

as an attempt to categorise teacher behavlootr In the Inte¬ 
grative and lomlnatlve types to Investigate the reasons of 
the popularity of teachers as ludgad by the pupils and to 
classify the personality of teacher as authoritarian or 
democrat 10 *. 


A. GENERAL PROQBOIIRE 

The general procedures used in this rsasearch work may 
be described as follows! 

A Hindi adaptation of the California F scaley for 
measuring authoritarianism, was adatnlatered to a sample of 
five teachers and ministerial staff which were not indluded 
in our experimental population for a preliminary trial.^ 
Each subject was asked to give his response from + 3 degree 
to -3 degree In each item of the F scale and in the last 
to fill up hls personal data. After this prlllmlnary 
try out the adapted F-Scale was given to a population of 
sixty teachers out of which only thirty teachers were 
Selected In the proper study. This form was Intended to 


know the authoritarian or domlnatlve pershnallty of 
teacher. The higher score In this scale obtained by the 
teacher showed authorltartanlBm* 


1. 


!■ '.Ghapker III for 


of the Hindi adaptation. 
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A jptVfru# s oorlng was also dcma to know atont' th® 
d«i!ioQas»tl® ( 03? intagyatlv®) 'p«r«onaltty of 

Th® of th® a^iov® said thirty taaohtr-f ( ot* 

authoritarian parsonallty mi dewooratlo® parsonallty), who 
baXon® m to dlffarant hlghtr ssoondary sohool® of Bhopal 
olty w«r« ob®®fv«-fi by th® ois>®«rv®r( th® author him®«lf) 
thr«® tl®®«« Thi oXaasfoo^ lat«raotlon Was ohsaTWad and 
rooordad in a separata sheet for a tesohln® period C twenty 
minute® of observation give® sufficient dates to tnterprt 
oXttSsroom int«r«stlon)* the^'e telliei«( of a pair of row and. 
ooXumn Oategory number of teaehir talk» student talk and 
sllenoe as developed by blenders) were then tabniated in an 
observation matrix* This matrix was used to measure the 
I/D rfttlo» I/D ratio, the total tellies and pereentage 
of teaohsr talk, student talk and alienee^ Other variab¬ 
les as stead^yetate eell taHitSf. eoatentj erots talll«®f' eto 

I 

ean also be found from this matrix* 

A soelometrio test la *'-ha from of a elose ended ifuestl- 
onnalre relating to teeoher*® popularity was administered 
to dOO boys and girls of ^eooadary end higher seeoadery 
olasses serylng fro® elase vith to Xlth* on this test eaoh 
pupil wai asked to name two most popular teaoheipaeeordlag 
to rankltti order of th^r sdhw who aotuelly taaeh 
then la the olassrooa* The number of » prefereaeee eaeh 
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This w«s- used tio rank thi pophlsrlty of the 

taaohoy® end to riad out pupil l•osponios oa items of teaoJior 




wojfft iXi'^ thtalaed from this test so as to dasorlbe stuAeat 
population for further analysis* For a oomparativa study 
nofatlva ohoioas eould also have bean Invited| l«a.> tvo 
tasohers' they disliked most. This would have created problems 
of disolpllne and' so wa^ dropped. 

1]^ JltfJmifflta ijra.p..arad 

.S lO ia aail^y xm. X2£ AgJiaaiiaiag .anthotarlanlsa* 

In the ahseno© of ad staadardlaed perfonallty test 
the California F soale was adapted In Hindi and was adslnl- 
atered to slmty teaohers. For a detailed dlsorlption of pleas< 
r«fer»o 4 to ohapter III. 

a. < Teaoher-pfppularlty C^ueatloanaire) 


M » • C:*** 111*-!*! 




I* t*H iiiP U #» 


rusr.;K^.«k 


M! 


[mi 


r I I’Jii 


f T ■le i''-f i:*tej«\s I 


f i '♦ s # Uf-'t y If:.]# 


i?r« ■ell i|>y# 


I j c I ■■ fn v'-J »\ 




|af u 
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tMt 1 


t®aoh«? or saori® popular taaahor who ttooho!! hta la th® 
olaasrooat. 

th« oQooiapAnytag Instruotloni roquo^tod tha pu tl 
to hftso hi® pr«f«r«nc® of pc^ular teaohor and to aaa« auoh 
two popular taaohori reapootivaly. Pupils vara a«k®d to tmdar- 
lia« fifoo raaacHiB of taaohar*® pfl^ulsflty ( aoQordlog to tholr 
own vl«v?) In yo® or no, or la quastioa auarki which war® glvoa 
b«law It* Howaver If th«jr wora uaahla to dacldo th® rmf>-m 
of pc^ularlty than they ware askad to tmdarllna tha Quattlon 
mark) otbarwlaa tSiay vara ndviaad to giva thalr r@*’pQnt@P' 
prafarably In ytt or no* 

ihlla framing tha onaftlo^analra va have kept in 
wind the foUowlftg i 

1* Ow concapt of a populai’ taaohar la due to hli 
foUowlnf qnftlittas, 
a) ckNxI haliayi^onr, 

h)- 0O'Od taaching, 
c) fairmindadnaet ( mhiaaad Hm/> 
t*. Oartaln aaintirf aspacts of taachar 'hahavl^onr war®'; 

'lotion"'hr 
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tyl«idi to olioot® only thot® acts of m teaoh®r 'wMob ay® 
gonfaptlly f000(1 In the olaaeroon* 

4 » ¥e hiy« t»l®d to inolude oertaln Itat® only In ony 
onestlonnali?®, i^ioh will to apuHoablo Plainly to ttaoher*® 
aotually toaohlng in the olmteroon. Thue we haT'e tried to 
iMietrlot the oriterlon of popularity of teaohert mainly In 
alasaroom aotlvltle®. 

A% the bottom of the last page of the quettlonnatr® 
the pnpll*® na^y age* olafoy seotlony aohooli residential 


thu® obtained was used to iesort'be the pupil nopulatlon and 
for further analysis* 


This fora was detlsed in sn attempt to tally the ^^©n« 
tan«(E»na pupll*t@aoher' verbal talk in 'Wia olaseroom vhtoh were 
written in AT/hlo nuaberaC from category 1 to 10) thl® was the 
most Important tool of our research work* It met the 


tabulated into 10 x 10 matrix* this was the f tar tin® peliit 
to mote onwards* their direct and indirect taik of 




*‘ 5 ® 


llMl 
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aad sll«ao« was to be aaloulatad frw tiil®'aatirla 

Whioh ehowad tha oomparatlve acMattlon of the Fmirth 

the I/B 3|9 ratio was also oaloulated fro'Si this aatrte whloh 
showed the ratio of indlraot tails of a teaoher and stwdeat 
tails ( raaipoatait and inltiatlcMar. both)* FlaallF* otrtalii 
other Inforsaatioa® from the matrix oah be had froas It* 

«*g* the steady state | the oontant oro!''® eto* 

At the top of the ohearvatlon matrix olaf?a ooda no^ 

*-* name of the obsarreri date, eubjeot, name of tha 

taaoher were to ba written by the observer* Tble Infomatlon 

was offied to des^oribe taaohior popnlatlon* 

^ „oxMacjm.* 

The eubiaot oontlfted of thirty teachers and four 

hundred pupil® in eighteen ffleeondary and higher reeoe^ary 

olaf?®es from the three sohools of Ihopal olty* The 

distribution by ela^^se® of the three eohools ineluded 

in the study is given in table 6*1 


Table 6*1 

Distribution by sohool® of Gecondary and Hli'her 

Seoondary elasees Inoltided in study* ^ 

S*jio, Same of Sthool oiass jslumber of' olae-eeB i®*of oia* 

and Mdress. Eange In the »ehool* f»se» Inoli 

dcNl In 
jstudy* 

1* Kendrlya fldyalaya vi a M 

opp t Control India fll 3 S 

Flour ^ilf 'Shotel ■§ ft 

X 1 1 

XI 1 1 

' . ■ ifontlhue 
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S.No. Name of School 
address 

Class 

Range 

Wo. of class¬ 
es In the 
school. 

Wo. of classe 
included in 
study. 

2. Demonstration Multi- 

VIII 

2 

2 

purpose H.a.School, 
Shyarnla Hills, 

Bhopal, 

IX 

3 

2 

3. Govt. Model H.S. 

School Shahjahanahad 
Bhopal, 

IX 

7 

4 

Total 


22 

IS 


Examination of this table indicates that the majority 
of the classes included in this study ware located in the 
Kendriya Vldyalaya, Bhopal. It is situated in the junction 
of Heavy Electricals(India) Limited Towhship, a typical 
industrial metropolis and the new Bhopal area including 
Tatya Tope Nagar and its adjacent private colonies. The school 
is a coeducational institution imnarting instructions to 
primary, secondary and higher secondary pupils. It is run 
by Kendriya Vldyalaya Sangathan, New Delhi an autonomous body 
under ministery of Education and Youth Services, Govt, of India 
^ It is affiliated to central Board of Secondary Education 
New Delhi. Most of the students are the wards of transferrable 
^'^oVernment servants and government of India undertaking, state 
government employees and others. 

Demonstration Multipurpose Higher Secondary School a 
coeducational institution is a practising school of Regional 
College of Education, Bhopal. It is affiliated to Board of 
Secondary Education, Madhya Pradesh, Bhopal. The schoo is run 
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r*f i r^m m ' a-ci Wi. !•%' i«i«i 


of mb® mtuT® tn4 |!iU»’io«« of tho f-ad«lo aileptatloa* tfeo 
%mt givon to timm eadi It vai oollootodi »t tli® »j>ot» 


.fpoa oli«f flllfcb to IX of B,M*E,*S#'Bohool aii4 olMf IXtli 
of Il 0 ft« iEodoI Eoiiooi to tlio fco6aili®ji' ty Pflnol^ol/ 










.4 




On tills shnat I shall giv® you < g«®®a«tr®,ttag 


« t^lTTf « , t®»<ih®r popularity Qutstlann- 

'»«) th«y« is a fsparata plao® for nanlng two^ ®o®fe poimlar 
ihap ao(S ths suh^sot ( or suhiaots as th« oaf® «iy ht) 


y taaah you* Tou shonld wits down th« na®® of 'th® aoat 
pulai* tsaoh®*' ( gltlng your first ohola®) and th® ®uh|®ot 
iloh h®/»h« taaoho# to you on th® top portion of th® ftrsi 


ag® of th« qfuaftlonnair® and th® nart posmlir latah^ 
giving your ®®ooad oholao) and sub^aot wbiah h® / aha 
staoha® tO' you on th® »taoe provided at paga two* tm «®y 
^Oos® th« naia of any taaohor* aaoordlng to your pfufirtno®^. 



fiOtually taaohas you 


in tb® 


olausroo^* four 


wll 


'Hitt h® ottutloBod to any^uia also* 

. .. M A ^ aL®- ^ ^ -AL..VI Jil j^.i0 
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to to vrbloh tctoohoi^® ovt autho-* 

spltariita tjrpt 0? dataoop&tio typo thn F- scolo roaulfes voro 
Isrsoa iaparataly* thla procadiiira va® oarrlad cmt for aaoh 
teaohar in tht follo^lait maxmor* 

tha d«®r«« of ro»|><wi80 to the eaoh Item of the P-seal® 
war® oohvertad Ihto ftooro® as follonrax 

Dagrae of Agi'aaaaat or Blaagraomont Boor® Folntf. 


If tba rasponsa was ** oannot tay** op ** aot dtflalta'’ 
thaa JlSBH JOiSiUd^ wapa giPan* tha total foora th^® ohtainad 
out of a mrntmm of a03 ( 39 x 7 » aoa) pedat® ^a» ioRVoptad 
la to papaoBtagOi Then the ladlaa of tha oowrePtad pOTOantaga 
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An ©xaaslnatloa ot table ^*1 sbowt that the highest 
peroentag® soor® ym 8S ( frtQiaenoy two) aad th® lowa^t 
m§ SB*31* ^h® laeSlfla of th« percsntag® W f«oras wap 
found to b« 74* Thu® la our ®tjudy flftean t®®@h@rF aoor®d 
tha aidtaa and flftaan taaohera soor«p below 
Hiadlan whieb that fifteaa taaohera war® of 

* authoritarian type* and th® r«pt flftaen wart of 
*demoeitatlo type'* Thus It wee found that tSi® popula¬ 
tion of teacher was epuaXly divided Into authoritarian 
and lenooratlo typo* 

To Icnow the dle«ooratlo typ® of personality of 
teachers ravers® ecorlng wa® doae in the F scale* 
Suppose to the item no. three which i» ** If people 

OiVK 

would jvless and work moro,®varybody would be better off*" 
A subl®ct way show his strongly sup'^oort agreerawit 


by writing + 3 on the given ite®# Hi® score on demo¬ 
cratic type will be whl^ wcana he etrongly 

oppoascs and Uaagreeei and to on* Mexiwm for 

» 3 response was 7 and mlnltaua mark for 3 retpona® 
was 1« The total score point was again converted to 100* 

T 

the following table gives cowplete descrlptlcn* 
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^ ^ *• ^ ^ t** ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ '•■' ^ ^ ^ *• ^ Ml ^ <MI 1^ H "t* ^ *W nC ^ 'M ^ SW ^ ^ M* 11^, mui ^ MH >*M ^ 

Th® above table ihowE? thi UlghAst —■ 

m oms out to be Q'^»14 and th® loirett 39. @« 

fh 9 onaitlon* sfaleed in Ofeapta# X 0 .®iO(Sfnlng tto 
otbaaea no# ba oonsldairad* 

SfiirsiffMiia lllciaf of aoo ta^aobay# i#«.* topnlarlt 
todanb 
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an anal^als of taaohor popularity queftloanal^®* whteh 
was ad’alnlitarad to 400 pupils. 

1* Six out of flftaen authoritarian typ® of taaohare 
w«re popular amongst ths rtudents. Thus th® p«ro«ntag® 
was 40. 

2* Tan out of fiftean domooratle type of teachar? war® 
popular amongst tha studant. Thus th® paroantag® of popu¬ 
larity for demoorati® typ® of taaoher*^ va^ 66.6-5 . 

Thus it was fcjund ^at taaoherc of authoritarian 
p«rfonallty ar« I®?® lilted hy the students ( 4011) and 
non authoritarian C demooratlo) type of teaehers are 
more liked by students ( 66,66,^). 

(B) m li. m M.map. mm .• 

Th® remaining two part® of th® hypotheses (teaoher® 
of authoritarian personality tend to b® 4i®n® dominatl^ 
and the students do not reel free In expressing thttlr 
diffleultles to suoh type of teachers} where non-autho 
Mtarian type of t«aohers are Integratlwe and students 
feel free in expressing their dlffloultlas to suoh type 
of teaehers} will b« tested apnlying analyeif of 

interaetl<Ni matrix of authoritarian and n<m-authoritarian 
type of teaohers* 

In the Table 3.3 the 8na.lys4® of teaoher talk 
C indireet and dlr®^^ student talk and sllenoe and ooH'* 

fueim ( oategory 10) of tha fif teen' authoritarian type 

are 

of teaehers i» given. 
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paotlon Matrix of 15 miathorttarlaii 


97 

IS6 

<400 

137 

160 

130 

163 

170 

no 

67 

S44 

366 

180 

360 

3013 


19,6 


64 

83 

74 

303 

93 

339 

14? 

67 

193 

105 

363 

376 

148 

3063 

I*,** •••“•I 

13.40 


1061 


100,00 


f*i« total taaohor talk fraq'ueaal«»| wa® 10310 v or 
I+0> oat of i*hloh 3361 C 31.84^) va® asslgaad to ln4l»oot 
toaohay tall and 8089 ( 78.1651) to dtraot taaoisar tall, 
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aoafusion 1® t^Ugn iq^ < her® it 1® found to b® y3,40f) 
which iadlcatos that studcntp participation, la cl®«sroom 
IntaractlOQ l® raatrlotcd and student® feel l®®» free la 
ojeprasslng their difficult!®® to puoh typ® of teacher®* 

Table 8*4 gly®® the analysis of oleffl»room Interaction 
of fifteen demoor®tlc ( non authoritarian ) type of teaohers* 
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th« total taisclisi? talk ^as 7433 1*® «m of 1 aad 0, 
out of whlok tka ladlraot taaoher talk war 3S9@ md th® 
airtot t«aoh®p talk wa® 18S7* of th® total paroantaf® 
t«aoh®J? talk| th® IMlreot talk waa foima to h® 3S*a2 ^ 
wh®a?® a® th® dlr®ot talk vas found to b® 74#78^ , i*® 
t®s« thaa 75^ 25.2211 of iadireot talk by a t@t®h«r 14 a 
good iadloator of pyoaotlng latsgratly® pat tarn la th® ola®®* 
roo®* Haao® thaa® ®tatl«tlaal analysen prov® that non 
authorltirian typ® of t®a<jh«J?s ap@ lnt«gr®tlva in th® olaeo- 
room# 

2. Studont talk oomer oat to b® 24.20;! 1.®, (2735- 

ffaquenol®® oat of 11 1 299) whldh Is abov® thi»B 00^ of th« 
total Intaraotioa matrix. Tender i?ll«ao® or oonfasion oate* 
gorloi th® total fr«qu®nol®f ar® 1081 1.®. 9.88,1, vhloh 
i« b«low 10^. 

fhu® th® aboy® atatlttlor mow that rtudant® f®®l 
M&ee fr«® la ascpraeslng thsir difflofultlai to a(m-"authorl<- 
tartan typ® of taaahars and th® p®rtod of tllano# or ®onfa» 
altm If ihortar than that in th® olar® of an a7«raf# autho< 
rltarlan typo of t#aoh®r# 

th# 1/0 (ladlr®ot talk of t®«oh«p/dlr®#t talk of 
t«aoh«p) ratio, 1/9 8,9 ratio ( Indiraot taaohur talk/ 

itudant talk) is oaloulatsd with Is glwan balow# In tabl# 

-fe 
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Oft thrM oofttlfttiout obaervatlonp whllo In thi of non» 

ftuthoyltarliaa typ® of tsaohars I/D x*atio of ilfSit toaoh-* 
®Tfr Inoraas®/! siad i/o 9^9 of only 2 toaobeiHs Inovo&aed 
wMlo I/D S,9 ratio of alflat taaohari 4®or®as«d o» thr®« 
eontlmioai obeervat Ions, 

I/D.ratio and PaaQomtlQ 

■Ear^Qftftlity Aaoro®, 

Th« ^“"# 0 ®!® adapation aii^alalstor®!! to 30 tsaohors, 

Thalr jf®®pon««a v®r® soor®l In th® ravarsa dlraotlon to 

dataraalna domooratio parsonallty of than as daalt In thl® 

ohaptar praylonoly* Tha pareonallty t aooras of taaohars 

war® oonvartad into paroofttagas* Ilia av«Taga I/D ratio of 

30 taaaiiar® war® also aonwartad into paroantaga^* Than by 

prodnot acaiant nathod aorralation bttwaan paroantaga I/D 

saoras ( x varlabla) mad parsonallty seorasC t « Tarlabla) 

was aalanXatad and ooafflalant of r oorralatlon (r), was 

found to ba ^ 0«34« tha datallad aaloulatloa of r Is 

glyan on table 8*T* ( Plaasa so® on n«xt oaga) 

AM MALYSIS OF IIXTBTHATlHa nMRlX OmmiATlO^ 

How aft iotaraotloft matrix oaft ba uaad to faa4 baolc 

Infornatlon to a taaoharf A blind analytla 1® dan® of tha 
<1 

matrix* 

I 

tha obsarwatlon matrix le giyan in tabla 3*8 

I" 

fba followiftgf Iftfomatlons on analysl® art fcrnnd wblob 
oaft ba balpfnl aouldlftf taaobar babavloar. In this 

data tb® ftbearwar ( tba vrltar bl^^aalf) efttorad ^a 
Ola® groan of m 30 yaar old mala toaobgr .of Ingli^^ who wa»^ 



goCTglmfelm secar^i 
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t«aohlttg to olasr ?Xtl aad had raquaitod an obior^atlon 
la tho, wtoJc of March,19'?0. 

a Matrtac 

"fh® following lnforaatla*i*» oaa ha had fro® tha 
th« jaatrlx analysis by any on® who Is traiac'l In ohiarwatl(Mi- 
®I praotloe, whathar ha was preaont at ttia tim® of 
obsaryation or aot* 

( 37 . 14 ^) 

First I stadsat participation / is wall mbora an 
avaraga of 30^ that would ha axpaotad in an avaragc olass- 
rooa* 

Sooond, varbal participation, both by taaohar and 
pupil was wary actlva* Tiho pauses war® f®w C a. 51^) which 
is shown by the low iaoidanc® of talllas in category ten* 
fhird, th« aa*94 p«rQ«nt of tail!®® fall under the 
steady state cells is below airora®®, which Indicate® that 
the teacher had the mor® opportunity than the pupils to 
expand hi® ideas once they started to talk, H 

Fourth, the idea® dlroussed were deteralned by the 
ftttdtntsi for the nost tlse, sine® on 38 .occatslons 
( a '► 18 ♦ 3 4* g +a +8 in the nine colum) a student Initiat¬ 
ed his own idea* 

Fifth, asslgnaents* class work of lengthy dlreot- 
titms were fairly giren C please see oolusn six, total 
tallies being 40), and these were less luportant disciplinary 
l®obl«6i C please see area F 1*®, cells 6«6, @-7, 7-6 and 7-7 
Sixth ^ n'Ore of the Ideas expressed by stunts w-ere 
cl-arl'i^ed of dewXopcd by the teacher ( Pi, tee 'sufficient^ 
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fr«qi4Wi8l«g in thi 8-3 and 0-3 @ad l^aohtr*^ 

««3tt of #tnad«at i<l«®s aid not load to taaohor qtao^-tloaf* 
®%o«pt in four tn9tsao«s( s#e tn@ 3-4 oill)#d|n®!Ptl'»s T>o®®« 
by the teacher wiat hive been tiienJ to introano® his ow^n 
idese « St o0ae^ei<maC rowf 8 and 9) oolwa® 4 end 8* 
a-^ as +1 + 7) out of 101 (add + aoi 1®+ I'^+t ta rows? 

8 end t eoluan® 4 end S) the teacher introduce® hie own 
Idea® by que«tlona or lecture at tSia temlnatlow of fm‘ 












SB 

student teacher class room interaction. 


lit il^gn in appendix 9* 'Bi* 

wlr« i»ai a4»ltilfit«Tad to 400 gtndant®* On analytljn® th#® 
It fowl that ft pnpnlftf toftohar i® Uiiad ^ 
ftthdftOtft dtt« tot 



In oftytftln olftsan® ’srbere « tonohnip tanght ® gJf^^up 
of th« ft«g nathSf gtography* ftOoaonto#| biology 

otn* thft poymlarlty was tol6«n on tha boslf of poroontftgft 
obolftftft XftOftitftd toy ■hi® ocsiparod with that of a tftoohw who 
tanght thft «ntiy« olftOi* 






do la a olas?!poo*a» hi® actions aroaic foaotlcni In 
papllf* Ths tstohsr and th« paplls are contlnuoualy intara- 
otlng In the clas®. 

Teaoher behaviour can be disorlbed taalnly la two 
nattorafi flr^t '* The Integntl'/e Pattern'^ and second 
** The BoainatlTe Pattern^, they bahaye on different ocota®- 
ions in different ways* 

the purpose of the study 1® to categorl®?' t<iaoherf 
behaviour In the Inhegratlve and doilnatlve types and 
to iuggeet ways and neans to nould teacher behaviour so 
ai to pronote better classroos cllMte for effectlre tea¬ 
ching and learning* 

The crux of the Idea Is that ^om acta of teacherf 


increase students' freedom of action while others decrease 
It# the significance of Handers* contribution llet In the 
fact that he has deve'^oped a aethod by which ve can oblaotl- 
rely Interpret teachers' oles^roon behawlcur and categorlisi 
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Not«i The oatttgory nwbei’E are purely nominal ^ no i^nale 
1? i»plled* 

The observation Tfohnltjue is known ap •* Interac¬ 
tion analysis In the olassrooi”. Briefly* If caaslfts of 
claffsfying verbal talk into ten oategorlet at an average 
rate of one elaaslflcatlon every three seoond#. Seven 
categories are used to classify teacher talk* two eategorlsf 
are used for student talk* and the tenth category is need 
for sllenci or confoisl^m* The set of ten eategorles It aesn¬ 
iped to be totally Inclusive of all verbal talks heard in 
a classfcoh end Mutnally exclusive ilnoe one* and only one* 













t®aoh«r oatttgorl®^ str« divided Into Indlreot teeoher talk 
( oatsforles 1 to 4) ^hloh expand* the fpesdow of student's 


participation and Indlreot taaohar talk ( oategorle® 6 to 
restricts freedom of pupil paniolpatlon. 

Interaotlon for three seoonds If recorded hf i3ia 
observer by writing down one oategory number for etoh event 
90 that hi® record oonslate of a ®erle® of number^ lifted 
in oolumna which prererve the original pequence of event®. 

Interaction data® are tabulated In a tan row by tan 
column tatrlx, each Tmi and column oorrespondlng to the 
t&n categories. Olvea a pair of mwber, the first designates 
the row, the second the column. A iequenoe of original 
event® such as 6, S, 2|4,8 1® tabulated In the 5'i cell| 
the 0.2 cell, the 2-4 the S-t »ei%, call, and the 4-8 
cell, etc. Tallleff In various areas? e.g., era® A,B»C 
and 0| are calculated. 

To know abcmt students' liking about a partloular 
teacher in a class, " teacher popularity que-^tlonnalre*' 

( a socicaaetrlc type of test) wee adalnlstered to 400 pupils 
( boys and glrla both ) fro® classVIth t6XIth| n«berlng 
eighteen# On this teat each pupil was reouescted to mme 
two «H« popular teaohers according t© their preferewe for 


first and second ohoiee. 

negative choices could not be invited at would 

- —nyw^taimg nf tnainalwllne. ThOfiS who 




L«dl%4l 




33 


SiJ 


In ttals study th« olassss ranied la slaa 1*^ to 
pupils par olass ulth sa avsrags of 234 

wara 400 pupils In all, of whoa 321 war® hoys 
atid 79 v@y@ girls, ths tetehirs Inoludad In thl® ftudy 
oonslsted of 33 aala and 7 fatale seaoher'®. The ptrsonsl 
data variables depcrlblng the experlanoe and training 
of these teaehers wars spread over a wide range. 

The data used In this study vara oolleotad ns followfi 
1) Administration of f soala was a dona in the nonth of 
Ootobar-Kovembar 1969, 

a) Olassroou observationa of thirty teaohars were dona 
froa Oatobar 1969 to first wea^ of ?lftrcrh,1970, 

3) •* Taaehar popularity questionnaire'* te^^t on the pupils 
ware adalnlstared In the last throe weak? of January* to. 
In eolleotlng the datas the Investigator oont®«tad 
aha aaoh olass personally and used standardlaad direct- 
ions for admlnlstaratlng teacher popularity quastlo- 
nnalra**. 

The hypothaaas tasting was done in Chapter Vlllth, 

The results revealed the data to he oonsl stent with each 
of the findings lifted helow. 



iCa) the 



devised by 


Planderi* 


are 


effect' 


Iv® in Indian schools, 

:tm ttiAi.an olaa^raoia the rnmXm^. and itittiimm I/B 
ratios ^as found to be '0,74 #id '0,©4 In cl»t# 7HII1 







foiiu4 to b€ OiTa aad th« lowest I/O ratio wa® O.ai la th® 
/®ar 1980, This abows that la both ooantrloBi th® more 
ladlveot taaohar lafluaao® patterns poour la the higher 
©ooriag alatsroomsi whioh is shown by th@ higher ratios, 

(o) Th® high I/O ratio Is foond to b® tllghtly higher la India 
than of 0*S»A, 

(d) Th® :alnliaa I/O ratio la Indian aondltlon^is^too Iw thaa 
coapartd with U.S,A, ^h® nlnlaun 1/D I la Indian condition 
was foaad to be 0,04 la iHnaasott It wat 0,31* 

This !^how® that Indian teaohtrs nsa aor® direct Influ- 



Cfl) Th® low I/O ratio la iaarioaa schools i» found to be nearby 

fli/@ tines greater than Indian sohools, ^ , , t 

(f) In our stud/ student partloipatloa;^oom«9 out to be/^peroent^^ 
which 1® 3ust equal to aa€ to total talk tn a ola^sroon. 

This cones to be nearly consistent with the « rule of three 

fourths **. 

(g) The p@rc@atege sll®*bS tallies to the total talliet are 

siuch (1^)* ^ ererags olassrooaj it should be betwetn %o 
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thea tham of ^.athorltirlan ty»>« of t@aoh®3P«» 
4(t) Stadaats f#«l Xa®^ frea la ®xar«««®lag ta*5lr dlffloaltl«® 
to ftatiaoiltariaa trpa of ttaehtr®. 

(b) Stttdants f«al fipaa ia astprasalns thala i|lffl<mXtl®s 
to aon- ftutborltaflsa tyt>« of taaobarf. 

6* tb® ao«ffi 0 i«at of acaPT«Xati^ ( **) batwosn aoa* 0 »tb 0 » 
ritarlaa par^oaaXitF eQOf«f» of tfelTty t«»oh®y8 @ad lb«lr 
Ry«rag® X/O ratio oomes out to ba o,34» 


thasa fladli^® sbould bay® toraa yalua for laouldlUE 
taathar bahaytoar so a® to piPo:aot« bat tar olaserooa 
ollittat* for «f*faotlye l^aralaf altuatlm®* 

Th« slgalflawao® of thl*» i^tody li®f aot wlf ts 
glvittg a« dotfiilod laforiaatiott rogardlag oXa®®roo« 
intiraotlim b«t »ia«gof.tl)ttf Umh«r* to rnmttmm %b4ir 
b®b«yl<*t*f t© pr^ota b®tt-«r alm»VQm 

u Bmh altuatJloas ta wMab optl-wi rwoft 

tm& tb® -osa b® 








an ov«r-all balano® betwaen ladiraet aad dlr$at 
iafinaao®. He should also dlreover "-he suitable WhaTlaui* 
pattern® whloh era most FUttabl® to different Itarnlng 
situations* 

i 

Saoond, only a tsaaher nan ohr^aga his ««^n bfhayl«ir> 
:Uie InterEOtlon studies mf help him by ^Ufgaf'tlonF wMdh 
ara to ba imulimmnted by himself* 

Third, taaoher partloipation should oimiq frna on@»® 
own sair. It should not b® toroad* 

Fourth, taa5:&ers should allulntts Hmr of professional 
and / or adilnistratl^t eyalustloa so that they lay fael 
Tiora free bo icnov their earn beMviour and f different 
patterns of taaohlng. 

Fifth, a taachsr .Mst vant to chenfs hi® bafeeyiaur 
before it ean happen. For this the ohsag® must b® 

*■ elf-directed. 

SiaaMfMTIM. MiHM 


I) Wor-i® should be urapeffd for Indian 0 €®id}tlO'.na »o that 
t^a teachtrs can be classified into ** Integratiye'' iM 
• Doadnatlre *' type, 
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